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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the election for the restriction received on 
1/28/2008. Applicant has been elected Group I, claims 25-38, 100-1 13, which recite a 
method and a system of communication of patient data with standardized protocols. 
Claims 25-38 and 100-1 13 remain pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 25-27, 29-32, 34, 37, 38, 100-102, 104-107, 109, 112, 113 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable by Peifer et al. (hereinafter Peifer) (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,987,519). 

A. As per claim 25, Peifer discloses a method of communication of patient 
data, said method including the steps of: 

i. acquiring said data from a patient at a patient location by means of 



a patient data acquisition apparatus (Peifer; abstract, col. 3, lines 36-59); 
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ii. transmitting said data by means of a transmission apparatus to a 
patient data server at an analysis location via a interconnectable network 
of computers (Peifer; abstract, col. 3, lines 36-59); 

iii. storing said data within said data server (Peifer; col. 3, lines 36-59); 
and 

iv. retrieving said data from data server by use of queries generated 
by a patient data storage and analysis apparatus wherein retrieved 
data travels via at least a portion of the same said interconnectable 
network of computers (Peifer; col. 3, lines 36-59, col. 4, lines 24-33). 

B. As per claim 26, Peifer discloses wherein said interconnectable network of 
computers is adapted for interconnection using standardized protocols and 
wherein individual computers are adapted to store and forward packets of digital 
information and whereby the packets of information are thereby able to be 
passed from computer to computer until they reach a destination computer 
whose address is included as part of the packet and wherein said data is 
transmitted as said packets of information (Peifer; abstract, col. 3, lines 36-59, 
col. 4, lines 24-33). 

C. As per claim 27, Peifer discloses the method of claim 26, wherein said 
interconnectable network of computers includes the Internet (Peifer; col. 3, lines 
36-59, figure 1). 
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D. As per claim 29, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25, wherein said 
patient data is at least partially encrypted for transmission (Peifer; col. 3, lines 36- 
59). 

E. As per claim 30, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25, wherein said 
patient data is at least partially compressed for transmission (Peifer; col. 3, lines 
36-59). 

F. As per claim 31 , Peifer discloses the method of claim 25, wherein said 
patient data is acquired in real time (Peifer; col. 3, lines 36-59). 

G. As per claim 32, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25, wherein said 
patient data is patient physiological data (Peifer; col. 6, lines 37-56). 

H. As per claim 34, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25, wherein said 
transmission apparatus includes supplementary data insertion means for 
inserting supplemental data into said patient data (Peifer; col. 6, line 57 to col. 7, 
line 17). 

I. As per claim 37, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25, wherein said 
patient data storage and analysis apparatus includes at least one personal 
computer (Peifer; col. 5, lines 29-48, col. 6, lines 37-56). 

J. As per claim 38, Peifer discloses the method of claim 34, wherein said 
supplemental data comprises at least one of patient data or patient data 
apparatus identification data (Peifer; col. 6, line 57 to col. 7, line 17). 
K. As per claims 100-102, 104-107, 109, 112, 1 13 they are system claims 
which repeat the same limitations of claims 25, 27, 29-32, 34, 37, 38 the 
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corresponding method claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series 
of process steps. Since the teachings of Peifer disclose the underlying process 
steps that constitute the methods of claims 25, 27, 29-32, 34, 37, 38 it is 
respectfully submitted that they provide the underlying structural elements that 
perform the steps as well. As such, the limitations of claims 100-102, 104-107, 
109, 1 12, 1 13 are rejected for the same reasons given above for claims 25, 27, 
29-32, 34, 37, 38. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 28 and 103 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Peifer et al. (hereinafter Peifer) (U.S. Patent No. 5,987,519) in view of Official 
Notice. 



A. As per claim 28, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25. 

Peifer does not explicitly disclose patient data server includes an 
SQL database. 

However, the Examiner takes official notice that it was well known 
in the computer language arts to use SQL databases. The 
motivation would have been to retrieve and manage data in 
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relational database management systems, database schema 
creation and modification and database object access control 
management. 

B. As per claim 103, it is a system claim which repeats the same limitations 
of claim 28, the corresponding method claim, as a collection of elements as 
opposed to a series of process steps. Since the teachings of Peifer and Official 
Notice disclose the underlying process steps that constitute the methods of claim 
28, it is respectfully submitted that they provide the underlying structural 
elements that perform the steps as well. As such, the limitations of claim 103 are 
rejected for the same reasons given above for claims 28. 

6. Claims 33 and 108 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Peifer et al. (hereinafter Peifer) (U.S. Patent No. 5,987,519) in view of Raymond et 
al. (hereinafter Raymond) (U.S. Patent No. 6,282,441 B1). 

A. As per claim 33, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25. 

Peifer fails to expressly teach the patient data comprises a plurality 
of separate waveforms acquired consecutively over a period of 
days or weeks. However, this feature is well known in the art, as 
evidenced by Raymond. 

In particular, Raymond discloses the patient data comprises a 
plurality of separate waveforms acquired consecutively over a 
period of days or weeks (Raymond; col. 1, lines 52-67, col. 15, lines 
5-17, lines 54-67, figure 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as 
disclosed by Raymond with the motivation of tracking and 
assessing general health over days (Raymond; col. 1, lines 52-67). 
B. As per claim 108, it is a system claim which repeats the same limitations 
of claim 33, the corresponding method claim, as a collection of elements as 
opposed to a series of process steps. Since the teachings of Peifer and 
Raymond disclose the underlying process steps that constitute the methods of 
claim 33, it is respectfully submitted that they provide the underlying structural 
elements that perform the steps as well. As such, the limitations of claim 108 are 
rejected for the same reasons given above for claims 33. 

7. Claims 35-36 and 110-111 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Peifer et al. (hereinafter Peifer) (U.S. Patent No. 5,987,519) in view 
of Snell (U.S. Patent No. 5,722,999). 

A. As per claims 35-36, Peifer discloses the method of claim 25. 

Peifer fails to expressly teach a unique identifier is given to each 
said data acquisition apparatus and to said data, a unique identifier 
is added to said data. However, this feature is well known in the art, 
as evidenced by Snell. 

In particular, Snell discloses a unique identifier is given to each said 
data acquisition apparatus and to said data, a unique identifier is 
added to said data (Snell; col. 4, lines 21-34, col. 7, lines 38-49). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as 
disclosed by Snell with the motivation of identifying the medical 
device (Snell; col. 7, lines 38-49). 
B. As per claims 110-111, they are system claims which repeat the same 
limitations of claims 35-36, the corresponding method claims, as a collection of 
elements as opposed to a series of process steps. Since the teachings of Peifer 
and Snell disclose the underlying process steps that constitute the methods of 
claims 35-36, it is respectfully submitted that they provide the underlying 
structural elements that perform the steps as well. As such, the limitations of 
claim 110-111 are rejected for the same reasons given above for claims 35-36. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not used prior art teach Satellite communications 
system for medical related images 4945410 A, Ambulatory patient health monitoring 
techniques utilizing interactive visual communication 5441047 A, Method and apparatus 
for alerting patients and medical personnel of emergency medical situations 5416695 A, 
Ambulatory patient health monitoring techniques utilizing interactive visual 
communication 5544649 A, Intelligent remote visual monitoring system for home health 
care service 5553609 A, System for monitoring and reporting medical measurements 
5626144 A, Medical system for at-home patients 5785650 A, Concurrent medical 
patient data and voice communication method and apparatus 5941829 A. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DILEK B. COBANOGLU whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8295. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

1 0. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher L. Gilligan can be reached on 571-272-6770. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

1 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

ID. B. CI 

Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
4/28/2008 



/Robert Morgan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



